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Art Unit: 2674 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed on 26 December 2003. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The definition 
of opaque is something that is not transparent. Therefore the use of opaque on page 7, 
line 21 makes no sense. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

3. The amendment to the claims filed on 26 December 2003 does not comply with 
the requirements of 37 CFR 1 .121(c) because claim 34 is lacking the current status 
(New). Correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 12, 15, 17, 19-22, 24 - 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. Claim 12 cites the first limitation of "a bezel feature 
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coupled to the display assembly to at least partially circumvent the display assembly 
wherein the bezel feature is about a rotation axis" in line 5 and the second limitation of 
"a bezel feature moveably coupled to the housing to move between an open and a 
closed position" in line 15. Although the specification is enabling for the first limitation 
with respect to a first embodiment illustrated in figure 1 and the specification is also 
enabling for the second limitation with respect to a second embodiment illustrated in 
figures 3 and 4, the specification is not enabling for an electronic device comprising both 
limitations. 

7. Claims 12, 15, 17, 19 - 22, 24 - 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. There is no disclosure 
as to how the rotation of the bezel in the closed position is recognized. 

8. Claims 29 - 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The specification does not disclose a housing 
including a first slot on a first side and a second slot on a second side. 

9. Claims 12, 15, 17, 19 - 22, 24 -28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
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subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. Clarification and/or correction 
are required. Claim 12 is confusing and does not specifically point to one embodiment 
but actually a combination of embodiments. It is therefore unclear as to what the 
applicant is actually claiming. 

10. Claim 17 recites the limitation "lid" twice in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

12. Claims 35 - 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US 
Patent Application Publication US 200301 17380A1 to Kanzaki. 

1 3. Regarding claim 35, Kanzaki (Figs. 1 , 2 & 3) teaches an electronic device 
comprising a housing that contains one or more electronic components of the electronic 
device (paragraph 11, a display unit with a driver and control unit), a display assembly 
(1) wherein the display assembly is contact-sensitive (paragraph 17), and a processor 
(15) configured to display a bezel feature on the display assembly (paragraph 26, the 
virtual dial displayed on the display unit 12 is inherently displayed by a processor), 
detect a continuous contact with the display assembly having a starting point and a 
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finishing point (paragraph 25) wherein at least one of the starting point and finishing 
point is on a surface portion of the screen corresponding to where the bezel feature is 
displayed (paragraph 18), determine an input based on the continuous contact wherein 
the input is based on a position of at least one of the starting point and the finishing 
point (paragraph 25, from the start position of the touch to the end position of the touch 
constitutes a continuous touch), and perform an operation based on the input 
(paragraph 9). 

14. Regarding claim 36, Kanzaki, as applied to claim 35, further teaches a bezel 
feature displayed on the perimeter of the screen of the display assembly (in figure 2, the 
dials are displayed on the perimeter of the screen). 

15. Regarding claim 37, Kanzaki, as applied to claim 35, further teaches a response 
to the continuous contact where the processor is configured to present one or more 
items of the screen for selection (5-3). 

16. Regarding claim 38, Kanzaki, as applied to claim 35, further teaches a response 
to the continuous contact where the processor is configured to perform one of more 
operations based on the continuous contact (paragraphs 28-34). 

17. Regarding claim 39, Kanzaki, as applied to claim 35, further teaches a processor 
configured to perform one or more operations based on the duration of the continuous 
contact (paragraph 21). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1 8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

19. Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kanzaki 
as applied to claim 35 above and in view of US Patent 6,468,212 to Scott et al. (Scott). 

20. Regarding claim 40, Kanzaki fails to teach a processor configured to enable a 
user to move a reference on the bezel feature an arc length and to interpret a position of 
the reference as an input, but Kanzaki does teach the appearance of the input 
apparatus can be any shape and combined with its teachings of detecting a start point 
and end point of the touch, as stated above, renders it obvious to modify the dial input 
with the dial as taught by Scott. Scott teaches (Fig. 5) a bezel feature (76) with a 
reference (78) and the user can move a reference on the bezel an arc length (column 8, 
lines 20 - 36) and interpret the position as an input (column 8 where control knobs are 
well known input devices). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Kanzaki with the bezel shape as taught by 
Scott for the purpose of knowing if the knob has been turned into the danger zone (80). 
One skilled in the art would have been motivated to generate the claimed invention with 
a reasonable expectation of success. 
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Conclusion 



21 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following publications have been cited to further show the 
state of the art of virtual bezels and their applications: 

US Patent 5,706,448 to Blades 

US Patent 5,903,229 to Kishi 

US Patent 5,940,076 to Sommers et al. 

US Patent Application Publication 2003/0095156 A1 to Klein et al. 
US Patent Application Publication 2001/0026678 A1 to Nagasaka et al. 
US Patent Application Publication 2002/0140633 A1 to Rafii et al. 
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Response to Arguments 



23. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 12, 29 and 37 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

24. It is admitted that the cited prior art does not disclose a bezel that acts as both a 
cover and an input device for a display as described in amended claim 12, but in light of 
the amended claims, a new grounds of rejection has been formed. See rejection above. 

25. In response to applicant's argument regarding claim 29, the specification does 
not provide a disclosure of two slots wherein a bezel can extend out of two opposite 
sides of the housing and therefore in light of the amended claims, a new grounds of 
rejection has been formed. See rejection above. 

26. It is admitted that the cited references does not disclose the virtual bezel of claim 
37 is provided by a processor through a contact-sensitive display, but in light of the 
newly amended claims, a new grounds of rejection has been formed. See rejection 
above. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter Prizio whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
5712. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (7:30-5:00), alternating 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Hjerpe can be reached on (703) 305-4709. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

Peter Prizio 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2674 
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